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1. PURPOSE. This c i r c u l a r  i s  issued t o  make ava i l ab le  t o  public a i r p o r t  
owners, and t o  other  in te res ted  persons, bas ic  information and guidance 
on t h i s  agency's policy regarding exclusive r i g h t s  a t  public  a i r p o r t s  
on which Federal  funds, administered by the  agency, h a w  been expended. 

2. CANCELLATION. AC 150/5190-2 dated 2 September 1966 i s  cancelled. 

CONTENT. Included i n  t h i s  c i r c u l a r  a r e  discussions of the exclusive 
r i g h t s  pol icy  i n  general, the l e g i s l a t i o n  requi r ing  it, the  h i s to ry  of 
i t s  development and an  explanation of how i t  appl ies  t o  aeronautical  
a c t i v i t i e s  conducted on public a i r p o r t s  developed o r  improved with 
Federal  ass is tance .  Descriptions of some typica l  s i t u a t i o n s  a r e  pre- 
sented t o  i l l u s t r a t e  the agency's in te rp re ta t ion  and administrat ion of 
the  policy. The material  offered here i s  nonregulatory and i s  intended 
only t o  f o s t e r  a b e t t e r  understanding of the  exclusive r i g h t s  policy by 
those public  a i r p o r t  owners to whom it applies. For owners of public 
a i r p o r t s  who have not received Federal a i d ,  t h i s  c i r c u l a r  w i l l  i l l u s t r a t e  
how they would be af fec ted  should they seek such a id  i n  the future.  
Those engaged i n  a commercial a c t i v i t y  on an a i r p o r t  should a l s o  f ind  
t h i s  information of i n t e r e s t .  

4* RELATED READING MATERLAL. 

a. Policy Statement "Exclusive Rights a t  Airports" a s  published i n  
the Federal  Register  (30 FR 13661), 27 October 1965. 

b. FAA Advisory Circular  AC 150/5190-1, Minimum Standards f o r  
Comnercial Aeronautical A c t i v i t i e s  on Public Airports.  

- 
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5. LEGISLATIVE BACKGROUND. 

a. There have been s t a tu to ry  prohibi t ions agains t  the  granting of 
exclusive r i g h t s  a t  an a i r p o r t  ever s ince  the  enactment of the  C i v i l  
Aeronautics Act of 1938. Section 303 of t h a t  Act provided "there 
s h a l l  be no exclusive r i g h t  fo r  the use of any landing area  o r  a i r  
navigation f a c i l i t y  upon which Federal funds have been expended. " 
More recent ly ,  t h i s  iden t i ca l  language was incorporated i n  sec t ion  
308(a) of the  Federal Aviation Act of 1958. 

b. During the  course of World War I1 many c i v i l  a i r p o r t s  were improved 
with Federal funds. This program was carr ied  out under agreements 
requir ing t h a t  these a i r p o r t s  be operated "uithout the  grant  o r  exer- 
c i s e  of any exclusive r i g h t  fo r  use of the  a i r p o r t  wi th in  the  meaning 
of sec t ion  303 of the  C iv i l  Aeronautics Act of 1938." Following 
World War 11, a grea t  many former mi l i t a ry  a i r p o r t s  were conveyed t o  
public agencies under the  provisions of the  Surplus Property Act of 
1944. I n i t i a l l y ,  the deeds which t ransfer red  these surplus a i r p o r t s  
included a covenant t h a t  there  would be no exclusive r i g h t  contrary 
t o  the  provisions of sec t ion  303. Subsequently, however, i n  1947, 
the  Surplus Property Act was amended by P.L. 80-289 which defined an 
exclusive r i g h t ,  but excluded from the de f in i t ion  the  s a l e  of gas and 
o i l .  

c. Since 1947, the  Civi l  Aeronautics Administration (CAA) and i ts  
successors, the  Federal Aviation Agency (FAA) and the  Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), administered the  Federal-aid Airport Rogram 
(FAAP) under the  author i ty  of the  Federal Airport Act of 1946. The 
Federal Airport Act of 1946 was repealed by the Airport and Airway 
Development Act of 1970 and u n d e ~  the  author i ty  of the  l a t t e r  Act the 
Airport Development Aid Rogram (ADAP) was formulated. I n  approving 
grants  of Federal funds under these programs, the CAA, and l a t e r  the  
FAA, always maintained t h a t  the re  could be no exclusive r i g h t  fo r  any 
aeronaut ica l  a c t i v i t y  which involved use  of the  a i r p o r t ' s  lending 
area. The acceptance of a grant  under e i t h e r  of these programs pro- 
h i b i t s  the  granting of an exclusive r i g h t  of any aeronautical  a c t i v i t y  
a s  long as the  f a c i l i t y  is  operated a s  an a i rpor t .  I n  recent  years ,  
the  agency has refined and c l a r i f i e d  i t s  po l i c i e s  a s  referenced i n  
paragraph 4. The following paragraphs explain how t h i s  policy w i l l  
be administered and how it appliee t o  spec i f i c  circumstances f re-  
quent l y  encountered. 

6. DEFINITIONS. For the  purpose of t h i s  c i r cu la r ,  the  following def in i t ion8 
apply: 
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Exclusive -Right. A power, p r i v i l e g e ,  o r  o ther  r i g h t  excluding o r  
debarr ing another  from e n j  oying or  exe rc i s ing  a  l i k e  power, p r iv i l ege ,  
o r  r i g h t .  An exc lus ive  r i g h t  may be conferred e i t h e r  by express  agree- 
ment, by. imposi t ion o f  unreasonable s tandards  or requirements,  o r  by 
any o the r  means. Such a  r i g h t  conferred on one o r  more p a r t i e s  but 
excluding o the r s  from enjoying o r  exe rc i s ing  a  s i m i l a r  r i g h t  or r i g h t s  
would be an exc lus ive  r i g h t .  

Aeronaut ical  Act ivi ty .  Any a c t i v i t y  which involves ,  makes poss ib le ,  
o r  is  required for  t h e  opera t ion  of a i r c r a f t ,  o r  which con t r ibu t e s  
t o  or  i s  required for  t h e  s a f e t y  o f  such operat ions.  

(1) The following a c t i v i t i e s ,  commonly conducted on a i r p o r t s ,  a r e  
ae ronau t i ca l  a c t i v i t i e s  wi th in  t h i s  d e f i n i t i o n ;  cha r t e r  opera- 
t i o n s ,  p i l o t  t r a i n i n g ,  a i r c r a f t  r e n t a l  and s igh tsee ing ,  a e r i a l  
photography, crop dus t ing ,  a e r i a l  adve r t i s i ng  and surveying, a i r  
c a r r i e r  operat ions,  a i r c r a f t  s a l e s  and se rv i ce s ,  s a l e  of a v i a t i o n  
petroleum products whether o r  not conducted i n  conjunct ion with 
o ther  included a c t i v i t i e s ,  r e p a i r  and maintenance of  a i r c r a f t ,  
s a l e  of  a i r c r a f t  p a r t s ,  and any o ther  a c t i v i t i e s  which because 
of t h e i r  d i r e c t  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  t h e  opera t ion  of a i r c r a f t  can 
appropr ia te ly  be regarded a s  an  "aeronaut ica l  a c t i v i t y . "  

(2) The following a r e  examples of what a r e  not considered aeronaut i -  
c a l  a c t i v i t i e s :  ground t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  ( t a x i s ,  c a r  r e n t a l s ,  
l imousines) ;  r e s t a u r a n t s ;  barber shops; a u t o  parking l o t s .  

Minimum Standards. The q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  which may be e s t ab l i shed  by 
an a i r p o r t  owner a s  t h e  minimum requirements t o  be met a s  a  condi t ion  
for  t he  r i g h t  t o  conduct an ae ronau t i ca l  a c t i v i t y  on t h e  a i r p o r t .  

Federal-aid Airvort  Prooram (FAAP). A grant- in-aid program 
administered by the  agency under t h e  a u t h o r i t y  of  t he  Federal  Ai rpor t  
Act of 1946 (49 USC-1101), a s  amended, t o  a s s i s t  publ ic  agencies  i n  
the  development o f  a  nationwide system of publ ic  a i r p o r t s .  The 
Federal  Ai rpor t  Act of 1946 was repealed by the  Airport  and Airway 
Development Act of  1970. 

Airport  Development Aid  Program (ADAPI. A grant- in-aid program 
administered by t h e  FAA under t h e  au tho r i t y  of the  Ai rpor t  and Airway 
Development Act of  1970 (49 USC-1701) t o  a s s i s t  publ ic  agencies  i n  
t he  s u b s t a n t i a l  expansion and improvement of t h e    at ion's a i r p o r t  
system. 
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7. POLICY. The g ran t  of an exc lus ive  r i g h t  fo r  t h e  conduct of any 
0 ae ronau t i ca l  a c t i v i t y ,  on an a i r p o r t  on which Federa l  funds, administered - 

by t h e  FAA, have been-expended, i s  regarded a s  con t r a ry  t o  t h e  requirements 
of  app l i cab l e  laws, whether such exc lus ive  r i g h t  r e s u l t s  from a n  express  
agreement, from t h e  imposi t ion of unreasonable s tandards  o r  requirements,  
o r  by any o the r  means. However, t h e  ex i s t ence  of  an  exc lus ive  r i g h t  t o  
s e l l  gaso l ine  and o i l  w i l l  not be considered t o  be i n  v i o l a t i o n  o f  
. s e c t i o n  308(a) where such r i g h t  ha s  been s p e c i f i c a l l y  exempted by a  deed 
under t h e  Surplus Property Act,  except where an agreement no t  t o  g ran t  
an exc lus ive  r i g h t  fo r  t h e  s a l e  of gaso l ine  and o i l  i s  con t ro l l i ng .  
(See subparagraph be) 

a. Agencv Pos i t i on .  The agency cons iders  t h a t  t h e  ex i s t ence  o f  a n  
exc lus ive  r i g h t  t o  conduct any ae ronau t i ca l  a c t i v i t y  l i m i t s  t h e  use- 
fu lnes s  of an  a i r p o r t  and depr ives  the us ing  pub l i c  of  t h e  b e n e f i t s  
of compet i t ive  en t e rp r i s e .  Apart  from l e g a l  cons idera t ions ,  t he  
agency be l i eves  i t  c l ea r1y . inapprop r i a t e  t o  apply  Federa l  funds t o  
improvement of an a i r p o r t  where f u l l  r e a l i z a t i o n  o f  t h e  b e n e f i t s  
would be r e s t r i c t e d  by t h e  e x e r c i s e  of an  exc lus ive  r i g h t  t o  engage 
i n  ae ronau t i ca l  a c t i v i t e s .  

b, Appl ica t ion  of  Law. The exemption contained i n  a  su rp lus  proper ty  
deed pe rmi t t i ng  the  g ran t  of an exc lus ive  r i g h t  f o r  t he  s a l e  of  gas  
and o i l  does n o t  ope ra t e  t o  confer  a  p o s i t i v e  p r iv i l ege .  I f  t h e  
a i r p o r t  was a l r eady  obl iga ted  by a  p r i o r  agreement p roh ib i t i ng  an  
exc lus ive  r i g h t ,  t he  deed does no t  r e l i e v e  t he  owner from such 
obl iga t ion .  Conversely, where such an exemption f o r  gas  and o i l  i s  
i n  e f f e c t ,  any subsequent g r an t  of Federa l  funds,  administmred by the  
agency, r equ i r e s  the  a i r p o r t  owner t o  agree  n o t  t o  permit the  es tab-  
l ishment of a n  exc lus ive  r igh t  t o  engage i n  ae ronau t i ca l  a c t i v i t i e s ,  
inc lud ing  the  s a l e  of gas and o i l ,  i n  t he  f u t u r e  and t o  terminate  
any e x i s t i n g  agreement which permits such an  exc lus ive  r i g h t  a s  soon 
a s  poss ib le .  

8. INTERPXETATTON OF POLICY. The circumstances involved i n  arranging f o r  
the  a v a i l a b i l i t y  of adequate ae ronau t i ca l  s e rv i ce s  vary  widely fram 
a i r p o r t  t o  a i r p o r t .  The fol lowing ma te r i a l  has been prepared i n  an 
e f f o r t  to fu rn i sh  genera l  guidance based on experience wi th  exc lus ive  
r i g h t s  problems. 

a .  S ing le  Ac t iv i t y .  The presence on an  a i r p o r t  of only one e n t e r p r j s e  
conducting ae ronau t i ca l  a c t i v i t i e s  does no t  neces sa r i l y  mean that a n  
exc lus ive  r i g h t  has  been granted. I f  there  i s  no i n t e n t  by express  
agreement, by t h e  imposi t ion o f  unreasonable s tandards,  o r  by o t h e r  
means t o  exclude o the r s ,  the  absence of a  competing a c t i v i t y  i s  not  
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a  v i o l a t i o n  of  t h i s  pol icy.  This  s o r t  of  s i t u a t i o n  f requent ly  
a r i s e s  where t h e  market p o t e n t i a l  is  i n s u f f i c i e n t  t o  a t t r a c t  
a d d i t i o n a l  ae ronau t i ca l  a c t i v i t i e s .  So long a s  t h e  opportuni ty  t o  
engage i n  an  ae ronau t i ca l  a c t i v i t y  i 6  a v a i l a b l e  t o  those  who meet 
reasonable  and r e l evan t  s tandards ,  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  only one e n t e r p r i s e  
t akes  advantage of t h e  opportuni ty  does not c o n s t i t u t e  a  gran t  of an 
exc lus ive  r i g h t .  

Space Limitat ions.  The l e a s i n g  of a l l  a v a i l a b l e  a i r p o r t  land o r  
f a c i l i t i e s  s u i t a b l e  f o r  ae ronau t i ca l  a c t i v i t i e s  t o  a  s i n g l e  en t e r -  
p r i s e  w i l l  be construed a s  evidence of an  i n t e n t  t o  exclude o thers ,  
This  presumption w i l l  not  apply i f  i t  can be reasonably demonstrated 
t h a t  t h e  t o t a l  space leased i s  p re sen t ly  requi red  and w i l l  be 
immediately used t o  conduct t h e  p l a ~ e d  a c t i v i t y .  The amount of  
space leased t o  a  s i n g l e  e n t e r p r i s e  should be l imi ted  t o  t h a t  f o r  
which it can c l e a r l y  demonstrate an a c t u a l ,  e x i s t i n g  need. I f  
a d d i t i o n a l  space becomes necessary a t  a  l a t e r  da t e ,  it must be made 
a v a i l a b l e ,  not on ly  t o  an  incumbent e n t e r p r i s e ,  but a t  t h e  same time 
t o  a l l  q u a l i f i e d  proponents o r  bidders.  The advance g ran t  of  opt ions 
o r  p re fe rences  on fu tu re  sites t o  a  s i n g l e  incumbent is evidence of 
an i n t e n t  t o  gran t  a n  exc lus ive  r i g h t .  On t h e  o ther  hand, nothing i n  
t h i s  po l i cy  should be construed a s  l i m i t i n g  the  expansion of a  s ing l e  
e n t e r p r i s e  when it needs addif i o n a l  space, even though it may u t t i -  
mately reach complete occupancy of a l l  space ava i l ab l e .  

R e s t r i c t i o n s  Based on Safety.  Under c e r t a i n  circumstances,  i t  i s  
sometimes necessary to deny the  r i g h t  t o  engage i n  a n  ae ronau t i ca l  
a c t i v i t y  a t  a n  a i r p o r t  f o r  reasons of s a f e ty .  Where t h i s  den i a l  
has t he  e f f e c t  of sh i e ld ing  on e s t ab l i shed  e n t e r p r i s e  from 
competi t ion,  i t  should be c a r e f u l l y  and thoroughly j u s t i f i e d  by the 
a i r p o r t  owner. 

R e s t r i c t i o n s  on Sel f -S t rv ice .  Any unreasonable r e s t r i c t i o n  imposed 
on the  owners and ope ra to r s  of a i r c r a f t  regarding the s e rv i c ing  of  
t h e i r  own a i r c r a f t  and equipment may be considered a s  a  v i o l a t i o n  of 
agency pol icy.  The owner of an  a i r c r a f t  should be permit ted to fue l ,  
wash, r e p a i r ,  p a i n t  and otherwise take c a r e  of h i s  own a i r c r a f t ,  
provided t h e r e  i s  no a t tempt  t o  perform such se rv i ce s  f o r  o thers .  
R e s t r i c t i o n s  which h v e  the  e f f e c t  of  d i v e r t i n g  a c t i v i t y  of t h i s  
type t o  a  c a m ~ ~ e r c i a l  e n t e r p r i s e  amount t o  an exc lus ive  r i g h t  cont ra ry  
t o  law. Local a i r p o r t  r egu la t i ons ,  however, may and should impose 
r e s t r i c t i o n s  on these  a c t i v i t i e s  necessary f o r  s a f e ty ,  p reserva t ion  
of a i r p o r t  f a c i l i t i e s  and p ro t ec t i on  of  t he  publ ic  i n t e r e s t .  These 
might cover,  f o r  example, r e s t r i c t i o n s  on t h e  handling p r a c t i c e r  
f o r  a v i a t i o n  f u e l  and o t h e r  flammable products ,  such a s  a i r c r a f t  
p a i n t  and th inne r s ;  requirements t o  keep f i r e  lanes  open; weight 
l i m i t a t i o n s  on veh ic l e s  and a i r c r a f t  t o  p r o t e c t  paving from over- 
~tresses ,  etc. 
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e. Monopolies Bevond Cont ro l  of  A i rpo r t  Owners. The Federa l  Comuni- 
c a t i o n s  Conmission, which au tho r i ze s  t he  use  of "UNICOM" f requencies  
f o r  air-to-ground use a t  a i r p o r t s ,  w i l l  no t  l i c ense  more than one 
ground s t a t i o n  a t  the same a i r p o r t .  Although these and s i m i l a r  
exc lus ive  f r anch i se s  unquestionably give t he  r e c i p i e n t  an advantage 
over compet i tors ,  they do no t  c o n s t i t u t e  a  . g r an t  of an  exc lus ive  
r i g h t  con t r a ry  t o  agency pol icy.  A i rpo r t  owners a r e  encouraged t o  
ob t a in  t h e  UNICOM l i cense  i n  t h e i r  own names and through d rop l ines  
t o  make the  f a c i l i t y  a v a i l a b l e  t o  a l l  f i xed  base opera tors  on a  
required bas i s .  

9. ENFORCEMENT. 

a. Remedies. A t  any a i r p o r t  where there  has been a g ran t  of an exclusive 
r i g h t  con t r a ry  t o  law and t h i s  pol icy,  t h a t  a i r p o r t  and any o t h e r  
a i r p o r t  owned o r  con t ro l l ed  by the  offending a i r p o r t  owner w i l l  be 
i n e l i g i b l e  f o r  a s s i s t a n c e  under the ADAP, and the  agency w i l l  not  
expend F a c i l i t i e s  and Equipment funds f o r  i n s t a l l a t i o n s  designed to  
b e n e f i t  t r a f f i c  a t  such a i r p o r t s .  No g ran t  agreement may be executed, 
and no payment of funds due under p r i o r  g r an t  agreements s h a l l  be 
made, nor s h a l l  any F a c i l i t i e s  and Equipment funds be expended u n t i l  
the  exc lus ive  r i g h t  has been terminated. 

b. Nat ional  Defense and Nat ional  I n t e r e s t .  This pol icy s h a l l  no t  be 
cons t rued a s  precluding the  g ran t  o r  expendi ture  of Federa l  funds 
when requi red  f o r  the  n a t i o n a l  defense,  o r  when determined by the  
Adminis t ra tor  t o  be i n  the na t iona 1 i n t e r e s t .  

c. Appl ica t ion  t o  preexist in^ Agreements. On 17 J u l y  1962, the  agency 
def ined the  ae ronau t i ca l  a c t i v i t i e s  p rohib i ted  by sec t ion  308(a) of 
the Federa l  Aviat ion Act. P r i o r  to  the publ ica t ion  of  t h i s  d e f i n i t i o n ,  
exc lus ive  r i g h t s  t o  conduct c e r t a i n  a c t i v i t i e s  no t  involving the  
a c t u a l  use of publ ic  landing a r ea s  were considered not  t o  be i n  
v i o l a t i o n  of the  s t a t u t e .  Also, a s  noted i n  paragraph 7 hereof ,  the 
g ran t  of an  exc lus ive  r i g h t  t o  s e l l  only gaso l ine  and o i l  would not  
be i n  v i o l a t i o n  of the s t a t u t e  where the  c o n t r o l l i n g  agreement with 
the Government i s  a  su rp lus  property deed s p e c i f i c a l l y  exempting such 
s a l e s  from t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  otherwise prohib i ted  on an exc lus ive  bas i s .  
The agency w i  11 cont inue t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  a i r p o r t  development i n  
these i n s t ances  i f  i t  can be demonstrated t h a t  an  exc lus ive  r i g h t  
agreement made p r i o r  t o  17 J u l y  1962, o r  pursuant  t o  t h e  exemption 
i n  a  su rp lus  property deed, w i l l  be e f f e c t i v e l y  terminated a s  soon a s  
possible .  The terminat ion d a t e  w i l l  i n  no event  be l a t e r  than the 
e a r l i e s t  renewal o r  c a n c e l l a t i o n  da t e  spec i f i ed  i n  the l ea se  o r  
agreement covering such an  exc lus ive  r i g h t  agreement. However, i n  
no case  w i l l  ADAP p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  a i r p o r t  improvement be authorized 
where t he re  e x i s t s  an exc lus ive  r i g h t  which was prohib i ted  under the  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  p r i o r  t o  17 J u l y  1962. 
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10. PROPRIETARY EXCLUSIVES. The publ ic  agency t h a t  owns and opera tes  a  
publ ic  a i r p o r t  ray engage i n  any p rop r i e t a ry  ae ronau t i ca l  a c t i v i t y  and 
deny t h e  same r i g h t  t o  o the r s  without v i o l a t i n g  t h i s  pol icy.  This  means 
t h a t  t h e  publ ic  agency may provide ae ronau t i ca l  s e rv i ce s  on an exclu- 
s i v e  b a s i s ,  but only i f  it does s o  a s  a  p r i n c i p a l ,  using i t s  own ernploy- 
e e s  and resources .  This  exemption i s  not e f f e c t i v e  where an independent 
commercial e n t e r p r i s e  i s  designated an "agent" of t he  a i r p o r t  owner. 

11. ADMINISTRATION OF POLICY. 

a. A s  a  ma te r i a l  pa r t  of  any gran t  agreement i n  a n t i c i p a t i o n  of 
f i n a n c i a l  a s s i s t ance  under t h e  Ai rpor t  and Airway Development Act, 
a l l  app l i can t s  f o r  such a s s i s t ance  w i l l  be required t o :  

(1) C e r t i f y  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  no gran t  of an exclusive r i g h t  which 
would preclude expendi ture  of fuuds by the  agency under 
app l i cab l e  law and agency pol icy a t  any publ ic  a i r p o r t  owned 
o r  con t ro l l ed  by the  app l i can t ,  and 

(2) Give assurances t h a t  none w i l l  be granted on any a i r p o r t  now 
owned or con t ro l l ed  by the  app l i can t .  

b. It i s  t h e  i n t e n t  of t h i s  pol icy t o  promote f a i r  compet i t ion a t  
publ ic  a i r p o r t s  and not t o  expose those who have undertaken t o  
provide commodities and se rv i ce s  t o  i r r e spons ib l e  competit ion. 
Prudent a i r p o r t  owners w i l l  adopt and enforce minimum standards 
t o  be met by those  who propose t o  conduct a  commercial a e ronau t i ca l  
a c t i v i t y .  Such s tandards ,  by expressing minimum l e v e l s  of s e rv i ce  
t h a t  must be of fe red ,  r e l a t e  pr imar i ly  t o  t h e  publ ic  i n t e r e s t ,  but 
app rop r i a t e  requirements uniformly appl ied  discourage substandard 
e n t e r p r i s e s ,  thereby p ro t ec t i ng  both t he  e s t ab l i shed  ae ronau t i ca l  
a c t i v i t y  and the  a i r p o r t  patrons.  The a p p l i c a t i o n  of any unrea- 
sonable requirement,  o r  standard not r e l evan t  t o  t h e  proposed 
a c t i v i t y ,  or any requirement t h a t  i s  appl ied  Ln a  d i sc r imina tory  
manner s h a l l  be considered a  cons t ruc t ive  gran t  o f  an exc lus ive  
r i g h t  cont ra ry  t o  app l i cab l e  law and provis ions of agency pol icy.  

CHESTER G. BOWERS 
Di rec tor ,  A i rpo r t s  Service 
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